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DearSi"r.fMadamef:.:" h ,!...:j'l~''''', ::'; .' 

I am writing today in response to the PCc'.f,~~~· 
among other things, proposes a 
I ibrar ies operat ing digi t~l 1i teracy. (t'li~ 
response to the proposed pIlot. I want to.,·f~rs 

support for the E-Rate program. The E-Rate' 
to assist schools (1 ike mine) 
internet access.	 ."i~i .t',:'.~!' '~~",,:: 

; ''.''7 . . \;. _:·~t 

Cotton, Center ISO is a very small: ~~~:"~~"o stu4ents in an area 
of high pov:erty leveH73' Free~~. s used E-Rate funds to 
upgrade our communi cat ions netwOrk aid, '.' ' to ut i iize the funds to 
support our rural cOlllluni ty students. 'itltt,gt-; ...."'iate funds we would not be 
able to support our access to tile ,orld. ..\.~:our students do not have the 
opportuni ty! 'to access~·tlte·,'Hir.h'Othe, tbao _ network. It is vi tal that we 
continue this'!he:lpe!anc:l'·ltKlt'~ 'etod& thoSe f.... for other purposes. 

,	 " ! II ;/~' ::) ~.~ 

The' 'pi 10k: woo-file provide grants'~ schools and 1ibraries, last ing four 
~ars1' to hire tJr1!Uiers,i~;;' ~'tr8ining °coorses and provide 



resources/materials to those who lack digital literacy skills. While the FCC 
does not propose to fund the pi lot using E-Rate funds, it does propose 
implementing and administering the program through the same division that 
oversees the E-Rate program. Spec if ically, the FCC proposes 
implementing/administering the program through the Schools &Libraries Division 
of the Universal Service Administrative Company (USAC). 

I am concerned that operat ing the pi lot through E-Rate wi 11 undermine the 
important and ongoing work of E-Rate, causing delays in the program's 
appl ication and appeal processes, creat iog auditing problems and results in 
problematic precedents for E-Rate's eligible services. Specifically, I oppose 
the proposal to operate/administer the proposed pi lot through the E-Rate 
program. 

I stronglY~w~port the FCC's proposal that the pilot be funded through either 
the USF Hi :' t or Lifel ine programs and not from the already oversubscribed 
E-rate,pr " pilot should not be administered' "tlt.r9'U1J1 the E-rate 
progra•.."..:.;t through the E-rate~ poses a haat of)egal and 
adminis~ ive concerIi!:ii9lMding theJollo,,"~ requiring changi'ng l.~";,,rate' s 
El igibJ@" Services List; addi"'se~vices to theE-rate El igibl~,~f'ces List 
that do not support telecommunicat iOll8 ..vleet, Internet acees's, or internal 
connections; burdening the process ingofFrate., .licat iODSlIIld appeals 
processes; and creating a very difficult audit situaii.i;~ I oppose the running 
the Pilot funds through federal agencies lbial ...irii....-Universal Service 
Fund programs. I am concerned that doi8l'''f:~d ' Jib a precedent for 
mixing USF funds with appropriated funds,~lt· , , al character 
of universal service fund. The Schools ." iWaries, Universal 
Service Administrat ive Company is al..,';· .-ount of 
paperwork necessary and time required to·' ' val and 
payment process. I have yet to be DOti fi" ..., ..... current 
year. I can only imagine what 

~d with your decision on
i t8 cont inued efforts

DOt fmding the pi lot wi th

. are protected.

I. _I,..·~t. 
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\~;;j ':'l ' ' 
the ti."Ii'e'i ,-., admini ster 

another add-on program to this process. 

Thank you for consider iog my respoUse as' 
the Digi tal Li teracy Pi lot. to 
protect the already oversubscrtbell,"t 
E-Rate funding. I urge you to tat" ures when it comes to 
the implementat ion and adJBinistrati~ .. ensure that critical, 
1imi ted E-Rate resources-both f iscaF3 


